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_ Administration-wantsto stem outfiow-
. -of ‘.hig'Z';;t?QB.’;W?JHgSear;c!;x"_g“qﬁgr?q‘f%

e Staft cor}espondepg of The Christian Science Monitort

' The Reagan administration: is'moving stéadilyito stop»
- the-flow of military reiated technology to the Soviet Unionii
“"At the -same-time, scientists and-academics are- just-as>!
' steadily resisting what they see as heavy-handed infringe~
" ‘mentson research and the free exchange of information..t

" -indications that botlF sides want to-see- the- controversy

“director,- Adn. Bobby Inman,:conceded- that'some of hisi
~ earlier pronouncements on the subject had been inflam<
:matory. He pointed-out that government intelligence offi"
- cials-and private researchers have worked out-an-agree~

" {the making and breaking of codes) .-« -i::f
~president Frank Press noted that the Defense Departmerit
- study on the export of technology. A panel of distinguished

~ whom have served in high government posts; would-con-
j d_uct the study. - :

" lem.}; Assistant Commerce Seqretary' Lawrence Brady

* told the lawmakers.:**We are striving to restrict the trans-

" fers of tecbnology that impair oui-national seeurity while:
_not unduly burdening scientific research.’>/7257 eIl

-—--The key. words in Mr. Brady’s comment are “impair?’ |

© steps to stem what Admiral Inman describes as an “enor—
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" “*This debate: between “national “security” “and: “aca¥
demic' freedom?” has at times: been tense. Bt there are!

‘resolved voluntarily rather than by government fiati- #5va
" " Incongressional testimony this week; the CIA’s députy’

~ Soviet-Union but engage. inr “océasionat-i’nduétgi‘ ;espi

 iritroduced legislation that would establish a new Office of.

ment on guarding informatiori dealing with cryptography-
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- At the same hearing, National Academy-of Sciencés:
“has agreed to support-and ‘cooperate*in a- year-long
scientists, academicians, and business Teaders,: many of

o ESRasEtedesl Msageiying
*“This is unquestionably a sensitive and complex prob--

and<‘unduly.’2 Theyare highly subjective: But the admin--
istration has defined them to its satisfaction and is taking"

mous outflow.” Among them: . v 5aeets ik @ potges s,

STAT |

thus deny to the Defense Department this important basic |
. researchresource.” . oo T sz g
. ® The administration has stopped sending:the Soviet '
'Embassy unclassified Commerce and Defense Depart-
> ment reports on high technology matters: It.also has
“-stepped up enforcement efforts under the Export Admin-
“istration Act. . -;"A..._ el ‘,..a B T a,' RN |
“-:7“"As academic institutions have become increasingly:”
‘involved in research- for-industrial’ applications;“more ~
“ technology becomes-potentially* subject . to: the’ regula- -
‘tions,” Assistant Commerce Secretary’ Brady said.“‘We-
focus on preventing the transfer of scientitic research in- .
 volving nonpublic data that is relatéd to-industrial-pro~"
“cesses and could endanger US security: =5 gs¥ia =t g
-~ -® The Defense Department is adding toitslist 6fmilj- -
,tarily critical technologies,” which covers rmoré than 609...
items in such categories as comptiters, lasers, metals and”
“alloys, and telecomrnunications. This list covers-“technol- :
- ogies whose acquisition by potential adversaries would be .
- detrimental to national Security,” and is used bythe Com- :
merce Departmedit in deciding whether | td_li-(‘;iéiis'g_expoi'tsf ?'4
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-+ The*'government-scientific-‘community- debate is7in= 2
creasingly being reflected on Capitol- Hill. Rep.°George
‘Brown (D) of Califorriia calls the administration’s policies-
“‘short-sighted,”"and notes-that “some of -6ur- closest al-
lies” not only provide much scientific information to-the’

nage” against the United States. - TR BT LT
Sen. Jake Garn (R) of Utah, on the other-hand, has’

Strategic Trade. The House is considering a bill giving the-
Secretary of Defense greater power to regulate the disclo-
sure of certain technological information %% 5 rsr s

; “Theré is_general acknowledgment that ‘the' iine-be-]
tween “pure” researchyand industrial or military technol-
‘ogy is becoming less distinict. Many experts feel'that So--

viet intercontinental ballistic missile. guidance systems |

‘may have benefited from freely available US technology:
<-* “Witlrfew exceptions; the developnient of high technol->
ogy. whatever the source,has’ military- impact,”” says
‘George -Millburn; the Pentagon’s man in- charge-of re-
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.~ ® The-administration last week withdrew its financial

“stipport for the International Institute for-Applied’ Sys--
- lems Analysis'in-Alistria, which has 17-member-nations-

- from NATO and the Warsaw Pact. US officials'cited.*'So-]

viet abuse’ of the scientitic information exchanged there.

-® The Defense Department is seeking-a new security:]

- classification covering technologi¢al and scientifie: infor--

mation. Such information could more easily be kept secret - -
under the- administration proposal.”In a recent letter to

‘national security adviser William Clark; Frank Press of{
: the National Academy of Sciences warned that this could
- Cause many universities to_itop work-in these areas *‘and
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